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Reinhartz here provides nothing less than a 'Reception Historical' examination of the personage of 
Caiaphas, famed High Priest of New Testament lore. She looks at Caiaphas in the context of tire 
High Priesthood in Jerusalem's Second Temple, in tire New Testament, in early Christian 
'imagination', in Literature, on the stage, on the screen, in historiography, in history, and, finally, 
'face to face'. 

Reinhartz is to he congratulated on a truly masterful enquiry. Her familiarity with the primary 
sources shines through, especially in dre first three chapters where she investigates the Second 
Temple Sitz im Lebenoi the priesthood, dre New Testament evidence for Caiaphas, and dre 
church Fathers. After that, whilst discussing hooks, stage productions, and films featuring the High 
Priest she outdoes herself with her descriptive powers. 

The main question of her work is aptly put as follows: 

Of course historians do not "find" historical figures so much as construct them. 
Intertwined, then, with tire question of who Caiaphas was and what he did is 
another question: how and why were tire few traces of Caiaphas in ancient sources 
shaped into tire powerful, pragmatic, and ruthless high priest of modern 
scholarship? (p. 3). 

And, after outlining the hook, she notes 

The final chapter argues that instead of lamenting tire high priest's historical 
elusiveness, we simply accept that the only way to encounter Caiaphas is through 
his marry representations (p. 10). 

And that, in sunr, is precisely tire problem with the volume, and with all such enquiries into 
persons from tire Bible of whom we know so very, very little and for whom there is virtually no 
corroborating historical evidence: we don't, at the end of the day, know anything substantive about 
them. When Reinhartz' s volume concludes we know as little about Caiaphas the man as we did 
when we started. We know, on the other hand, a great deal of how he has been seen through 
history- but nothing of him. 



This is not Reinhartz's fault however hut is to he laid squarely at the feet of the paucity of source 
material. If, alas, we only knew more, we could say more. As things presently stand, all that can he 
said is that Caiaphas existed. That's not a very satisfying thing for those widi historical questions 
and interests, hut that's where we are. 

Reinhartz tries - magnificently - to tell us more. But more cannot he said. Nevertheless, this 
hook is very enjoyable and incredibly informative and I can commend it without reservation to 
your attention and consideration. 
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